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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Remark 

1 . This communication is considered fully responsive to the amendment filed on 08/1 6/1 0. 

a. No claims have been amended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

3. Claims 1-7, 9, 11-17, 19, 21-27, 29, 31, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Whitehill et al. (US 7,042,867, "Whitehill"). 

Regarding claim 1, Whitehill discloses a method for providing location based 
configuration in a hybrid wired/wireless network, the method comprising: 

- identifying a location of a network device (determining the geographic location of user 
nodes, see col. 3, Ins. 29-43) within the hybrid wired/wireless network (fig. 1 ), the network 
device being movable within the hybrid wired/wireless network (mobile nodes, see 103 & 
102 fig.1); 

- determining, outside of the network device, configuration information for the network 
device (determining configuration information for the mobile node at Access Point or 
AAA server, see fig. 7), the configuration information corresponding to the determined 
location of the network device (the configuration information is related with the location 
of the mobile node, see fig. 7); and 
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- communicating the determined configuration information to the network device for 
providing location based configuration of the network device (messages sent to the 
mobile node, see fig. 7). 

Regarding claim 2, Whitehill discloses, "the network device is selected from the 
group consisting of an access device, an access point, and a switching device (col.5, 
lns.16-27)." 

Regarding claim 3, Whitehill discloses, "discovering configuration information 
from at least one of a database, and a memory associated with at least one of the 
access point and the switching device (col.5, Ins. 28-51 and fig. 7)." 

Regarding claim 4, Whitehill discloses, "the discovering further comprises 
scanning the database and the memory by the access device, access point and 
switching device to discover the configuration information (col.5, Ins. 28-51 and fig. 7)." 

Regarding claim 5, Whitehill discloses, "the determining further comprises 
scanning at least one RF channel by at least one of the access point and the access 
device to discover the configuration information (fig. 1-2, col.4, lns.42-43; further see 
col.1, ln.38)." 

Regarding claim 6, Whitehill discloses, "the RF channel is at least one of a 
broadcast channel and a setup channel (neighbor discovery, see fig. 7)." 
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Regarding claim 7, Whitehill discloses, "updating the network device with the 
communicated configuration information (maintaining geographic location, see col. 5, 
lns.45-51)." 

Regarding claim 9, Whitehill discloses, "the determined information is at least 
one of bandwidth etiquette and sharing rules, channel availability, preferred channel, and 
available communication protocols (initial access and authorization complete, i.e., 
channel/connection available and authorization protocol is setup, see fig. 7 and col. 7, 
lns.47-55)." 

Regarding claim 11, it is a claim corresponding to claim 1, except the limitation 
of "a computer-readable medium (fig.2)" and is therefore rejected for the similar reasons 
set forth in the rejection of claim 1. 

Regarding claims 12-17 and 19, they are claims corresponding to claims 2-7 and 
9, respectively and are therefore rejected for the similar reasons set forth in the rejection 
of the claims. 

Regarding claim 21, it is a system claim corresponding to claim 1, except the 
limitation of "an identifier, a determinator (inherent to have an identifier and a 
determinatorfor identifying and determining functions as rejected in claim 1), and a 
communicator (fig.2) and is therefore rejected for the similar reasons set forth in the 
rejection of claim 1. 
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Regarding claims 22-27 and 29, they are claims corresponding to claims 2-7 and 
9, respectively and are therefore rejected for the similar reasons set forth in the rejection 
of the claims. 

Regarding claim 31, Whitehill discloses, "at least one querying agent for querying 
a network device for location information (col. 5, Ins. 37-50)." 

Regarding claim 32, Whitehill discloses, "at least one informing agent for 
informing at least one of the access point, access device and switching device of at least 
one network parameter related to location based configuration (fig. 7; location as a 
parameter, see abstract)." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter 
pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 8, 18, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Whitehill in view of White (US 7,433,691, "White"). 

Regarding claims 8, 18, and 28, Whitehill discloses the maintaining the 
geographic location of the mobile node, but does not explicitly disclose, "dynamically 
updating the network device with the communicated information whenever it is 
determined that at least one network setting corresponding to a location of the network 
device has changed." 
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However, White discloses "dynamically updating the network device with the 
communicated information whenever it is determined that at least one network setting 
corresponding to a location of the network device has changed (col. 6, Ins. 5-28)." 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of applicant's invention to apply the method of dynamically updating the network 
device as taught by White into the system of Whitehill, so that it provides a way of 
approximating the speed of the destination node (White, see col. 6, Ins. 5-10). 



6. Claims 10, 20, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Whitehill in view of Augart (US 7,200,673, "Augart"). 

Regarding claims 10, 20, 30, Whitehill discloses, "triangulating locations of 
network routing devices named in the received routing information to determine the 
location of the network device (col.5, lns.45-51 )", but Whitehill is silent on "sending a 
ping message to at least one network routing device; receiving routing information 
associated with the ping message." 

However, Augart discloses "sending a ping message (a probe packet, see 150 
fig. 2 and col. 4, In. 56-67) to at least one network routing device; receiving routing 
information associated with the ping message (TTL values, see col. 4, In. 56-67)." 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of applicant's invention to apply the probe packet taught by Augart into the hybrid 
network of Whitehill in order to determine the maximum additional number of hops using 
Time-To-Live (TTL) field within the probe packet for routing purpose (Augart, see col. 4, 
ln.56-67). 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

At pages 12-14, with respect to claim 1, applicant argues that Whitehill fails to 
disclose "determining, outside of the network device, configuration information for the 
network device, the configuration information corresponding to the determined location 
of the network device" by saying that "Whitehill determines the location of the mobile 
node, such location information is simply used to grant or deny access to the wireless 
network based on the determined location information. The location information is not 
used for purpose of device configuration." 

In reply, what is the meaning of configuration? The definition of configuration in 
the art is that a) the way in which a computer system is set up; b) the way that the 
components of a computer network are connected. 

As acknowledged by the applicant, the location information is analyzed at AAA 
server and grant or deny for the mobile node to access to the wireless network. That is, 
AAA server, outside of the network device, determines grant or deny of the mobile node 
based on the determined location information. Determining grant or deny of mobile node 
based on the location information is equivalent to determining configuration information 
for the mobile network device. Figure 7 of Whitehill, further, discloses the method of 
determining configuration information for the network device such as "determining if 
mobile node is in the secure range of the reporting fixed device, if not, perform location 
analysis." That is, the limitation of "determining configuration information for the network 
device" read on "determine if mobile nodes is in the secure area based on the location 
information (further see, col. 6, In. 50 - col. 7, In. 46)." Therefore, the examiner respectively 
disagrees. 
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At pages 14-17, with respect to dependent claims, applicant argues that the 
secondary reference by White does not overcome the deficiencies of Whitehill because 
Whitehill does not disclose or suggest at least the limitation cited in claim 1 . Since 
Whitehill explicitly discloses the claimed limitation as responded above, the examiner 
respectively disagrees. 



Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



9. Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers, or 

paragraphs in the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the 
applicant. Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art 
and are applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and 
figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of 
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the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the Examiner. 

Contact Information 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Jung Park whose telephone number is 571-272-8565. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri during 7:00-3:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jay Patel can be reached on 571-272-2988. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Jung Park/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2465 

/Jayanti K. Patel/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2465 



